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University of Minnesota, Morris
Scholastic Committee
Minutes # 10, December 6, 2005
The Scholastic Committee met at 8:00 A.M. on December 6, 2005 in the Science Conference
Room (Sci 3500). The next meeting will be January 23, 2006, in the Prairie Lounge.
Members present: S. Black, B. Burke, D. De Jager, K. Gonier Klopfliesch, J. Goodnough, S.
Haugen, J.-M. Kim, N. McPhee (chair), L. Meek (secretary),
Guest: J. Schwaller (Dean).
1. Announcement: All meetings during Spring semester 2006 would be Monday at 3:30 in the
Prairie Lounge.
2. Minutes: The minutes were approved with minor changes.
3. Petition
# 1157: Waive 12 of the 15 credits required in residency in the senior year. Approved.
4. There was a discussion about changing our practice as it relates to College Writing waivers.
Old practice: Students present a portfolio of work to the College Writing Coordinator who affirms
or denies that the student’s work demonstrates writing proficiency at the level of a student who
has completed College Writing. In either case, the Scholastic Committee considers the petition to
waive College Writing and approves or denies it.
Reason for change in practice: In other cases where disciplines/programs make decisions about
waivers for courses (FYS, Languages, Math), a separate petition to the Scholastic Committee and
committee approval is not needed for the waiver to be approved; only discipline/program
approval is needed.
Proposed practice change: A change in practice was proposed to bring College Writing waivers
in line with the practice for other waivers. It was proposed that the College Writing Coordinator
would, in conjunction with the Scholastic Committee compile guidelines for the portfolio to be
presented to the College Writing Coordinator. The College Writing Coordinator would then
affirm or deny the student’s proficiency and if it was affirmed, no further petition to the
Scholastic Committee would be necessary. The waiver would be granted. However, if it was
denied, the student would retain the right to appeal to the Scholastic Committee on grounds other
than demonstrated proficiency.
5. Discussion of Ds used to fulfill major requirements and general education requirements. The
Dean (J. Schwaller) had asked the Scholastic Committee to have a discussion about the use of Ds
to fulfill both major requirements and the general education requirements. This occurred because
the UMM Assembly recently passed a policy change to remove the 12 credit limit on Ds used
towards graduation and the Dean felt that this might affect the quality of education at UMM. The
Scholastic Committee Executive Assistant (D. De Jager) investigated comparable institutions to
determine if other liberal arts undergraduate institutions limited Ds in either category (see table
below). It was found that in 15 other institutions (Morris 14 + Grinnell) Ds were specifically
limited by only Grinnell. In all cases, Ds were limited overall by requiring a cumulative
graduation G.P.A .of 2.0. Seven institutions required a cumulative G.P.A. of 2.0 in the major;

one institution required that all classes in the major receive a 2.0 or above; and one institution
required that all classes in the major receive a G.P.A. of 1.667 or above.
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The Interim Registrar (C. Strand) is currently completing a study of 1) how the polices of each
major match what is found in the bulletin and in APAS and 2) whether or not the disciplines
specifically limit Ds in any way. In general, Humanities and Social Sciences do not allow Ds in
their majors (there are exceptions) and Science and Math do allow Ds, but they must be balanced
by a comparable number of As and/or Bs. The net effect is a requirement for a cumulative G.P.A.
of 2.0 in the majors. A few majors require a major G.P.A. of more than 2.0 (e.g. Physics,
Anthropology). Strand will shortly contact discipline coordinators to determine whether they
intend to make any changes to their D limits and to make sure that each discipline’s polices
related to Ds are clearly stated in the new bulletin.
The Scholastic Committee Secretary (L. Meek) noted that the Scholastic Committee does not
oversee major requirements, so we could not make any suggestions to disciplines about limiting
Ds. The Committee does oversee general education requirements, however, so policy limiting Ds
in general education would come from this committee. The Secretary (Meek) read a list of
thoughts generated in an earlier meeting of herself, the Chair, the Interim Registrar and the
Executive Assistant discussing limiting Ds in general education.
If Ds were to be disallowed in to fulfill general education requirements:
A. Mechanistically, it can be done. APAS can be programmed to disallow Ds in general
education.
B. This policy would have implications for resources. If students must re-take classes to fulfill
general education requirements, they may displace students who are taking a class for the first
time.

C. If students try to take the same class more than twice to fulfill a general education
requirement, this will conflict with the Uniform Grading Policy for the University that states that
a class may be taken twice.
D. Students who must retake general education requirements, particularly in an area they are not
strong in may actually hurt their G.P.A. by accumulating Ds.
E. The question was raised whether such a policy might affect retention; if general education
requirements are more difficult to attain at UMM other than other colleges/universities.
F. If a D doesn’t count, then does a D+? If our graduation G.P.A. is a cumulative grade of C
(2.0), then why should we count any D or D+ or C- towards graduation? Why specifically
remove Ds and not C-s?
It was noted that the new suspension rules are already regulating the accumulation of Ds, as do
financial aid suspension rules and that new policy to be discussed in the spring (suspension after
fall; suspension for one year instead of one semester) would also help to limit the accumulation of
Ds. It was suggested that now that the limit on Ds has been removed, the S.C. should collect
yearly data on Ds to determine whether the quality of our education has been negatively affected
by removal of the D limit. This might include: 1) monitoring % of Ds and Fs given (out of all
grades) from year to year. 2) monitoring how many Ds each graduating senior accumulates. 3)
monitoring how many students use Ds to fulfill a general education requirement (although this is
not a good measure since APAS simply uses the first course it comes across that is a passing
grade to fulfill an general education requirement). The Chair, Secretary, Interim Registrar and
Executive Assistant will compile a complete list of information on Ds to be collected at their
regular meeting and will present it to the committee.
6. S. Black was thanked for her contributions during fall semester. She will not be returning in
spring due to student teaching.
7. The meeting was adjourned.

